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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance is respectfully requested. 

In paragraph 1 of the Office Action, the Examiner objected to the 
specification under 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP 608.01(o) as failing to provide 
proper antecedent basis for the claimed subject matter. In response, Applicants have 
amended the specification to include the recitations in the claims pointed out by the 
Examiner as lacking antecedent basis. Because all of the recitations added to the 
specification can be found in the originally filed specification in the original claims, 
no new matter has been added. Applicants respectfully submit that the objection to 
the specification has been overcome and should be withdrawn. 

In paragraph 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner objected to Claims 
1, 5, 14, 32, 43, 49 and 60 due to informalities. In response, Applicants have 
amended these claims in accordance with the Examiner's helpful suggestions. No 
new matter has been added. Applicants respectfully submit that these Claim 
objections are overcome and respectfully request that the Examiner withdrawn the 
objections. 

In paragraphs 3 and 4 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected 
Claims 1-64 under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite. In response, 
Applicants carefully have reviewed the specific rejections to the claims and have 
made appropriate amendment to correct these formal issues. Applicants respectfully 
submit that no new matter has been added and that the rejections have been overcome. 

Applicants note that in paragraph 5 of the Office Action, the Examiner 
indicated that Claims 1-64 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome 
the Section 112 rejections and other objections. In light of the present amendment, 
Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner pass all of Claims 1-64 to issue. 
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Applicants note that in paragraphs 6-7 of the Office Action, the 



Examiner states that he has considered the references cited in the Information 
Disclosure Statement but did not see them as teaching and/or fairly suggesting the 
present invention and that the references cited by the Examiner are cited as showing 
the general state of the art but are not seen to teach or fairly suggest the instant 
invention. 



Early and favorable action earnestly are solicited. 



MAILING ADDRESS 

Hedman & Costigan, P.C. 
1 185 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, NY 10036 
(212)302-8989 



Respectfully submitted, 




Alan B. Clement 



Reg. No. 34,563 
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